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Fiying him of-&3 Being chofen-Retsdif o3 1
t recolle® ;- but, let it be admitted thap i was

e Replyers have flated i, will it followw, thy 1o
ufe Mr. Key did not particularize his Rufcmi.
s Anfwer by’ the Clerk, that therefore be h,;
ne ? Or, that if be had any, the Court had g,
her Method of being inform'd of thém, thy by
e Clerk’s Report ot his Anfwer ? The Faa i,
at a fufficient Time interven'd between b,
hoice and Mr. Kg's Anfwer by the Clek t
ve fome of the Court an Opportunity of éo,
rfing with him on the Subje&, and knowingh;,
al Reafons, the Principal of which was, the ye;

firm State of his H?lzh. This, with fome o(her
bjeQtions of a flight€r Nature, ¢ we had Reafen
to think wou'd in a little Time be remayar
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L:d unwarranted. Again,
.n%";muju bound by the Rules and the lzg-and
+ uninterruptéd Praltice of the Mayor's Court,- Aye
« or Not "?—Not to infilt upon the Impropriety
of 2 Queflion, which implies, that the Cerporatim,
which is the Legiflative Part of our Couﬂltutfqa,
ay be bound by Rules made by the Fadicial
power, we anfwer, that if the Ifn&nce. has been
ot only leng but uninterrupted, it impliesyan ex-
orefs diction to the Complaint in the Re-
yonfirance, agajnft the Coure. Scyeral other
seftions of the fame Import are put by the Re-
b, /vers, which it wou'd be tedious to enumerate.
nitances enough have been given to thew, how
Erconfiftent they are with themfelves, in the Charge

d the ®vent apparently jullify'd our Expeds.
n, for the Gentleman recover’d a berter State f
calth, and then qualified as Recorder;

In the 12th Article of the Remonftrance it wat
edg'd, ¢ that by the Lawsof 1bis Corperatice,
the Mayor's Court for this City is direQed (4
meet the laft Tuefdaysin Fanuary, April, Ful,
and Oécber.” In our Anfwer,
y fuch Lew exifted

- of Fact, whether there was fuch a Laaw or

e Fa&t being againft them, they endeavour 1y’
ibble away the Force of their Affertion, ard
lliate a dire@t Falfehood by fome fophifical Ar.
ments, to prove that the Rules of Court are Locy
the Corporation, and thus, by defending thex.
ves on one Quarter, are left entirely eXpos'd o
other, as will appear upon a flight Examinatios,
hey proceed in a long String of Quettions, ear.
of the fame Import, as if what they wart ia
rce cou'd be fupplied by 3 Multiplicatios cf
m, which unavoidably leads us into the liks
petition in our Anfwers. ¢ Can it, {ay they,
be the Opinion of the Corporation Court—rthe
there is no fuch Law of the Corporation.” It i,
d will be fo, till the Law is pointed out. ¢ By
what Authority is the Mayor’s Caurt b/ 2t
particular and flated Times 2" Not®by the As-
rity of any Law of the Corporatica, but of the
n Appointment. ¢ Has not this Court fx
ny Years paft been be/d on the laft Tuefdays of
nuary, April, Fuly, and Oficker; has it ot
n the conflant and invariable Praice from al-
ft the firft Exiftence of the Charter " We adnx
and thence infer the Falfehood of their All-
ion in the Remonftrance ¢ that private Bufing,
or feme other Matives Has ALWAYs bithr
brevented yeur Worfbips from Sitting mare tha
ONCE in the Year.” ¢ Isnot, fay they, alosg
and uniform Pra&tice, legally founded, equally
bligatory with written Laws 2" It iy not a Fig's
ment to their Caufe, whether it is, or hot, for
he Praftice has been uniferm, there has been ro
lation of it by the Court, and fo their Charge
s to the Ground, but if the Court has akuaps

berto negle€ted to fit more than wnce in the Yexr, |

n what becomes of the /ong and uniform Prac-
 (of fitting four Times a Year) that is equally
igatory with written Laws ? ¢ Can the Mayor
nd Aldermen alter the Sittings of their Coart
rom the u/ual and fated Times?” Without
ubt they can; for the Court, we conceive, is
bound by Ufage or Rules of Pradtice, aay
her than that the Suitors or others, who have
inefs before them, may not be affe@ed by Al-
tions. Their Rules, whilft they remain, we
e obferv'd by thofe for whofe.Goverzmett
 were introduc’d, and therefore they osght
to be affefted by any new Rule with a Retro-
t; but, under this Cantion, new Rules miy
nade, and old ones fet afidey as often as the
rt think it expedient. Common Senfe fhews,
the fame Power which can make, may d:-
7. There can be no A& of the Corporate Le-
ture, but what can be abrogated by the fane
hority, and the fame DoArine is applicahle 9
Rules of Courts; they who fiffake - them msy
bem afide, and introduce others. The Rep¥-
abour to thew that the Pradice of the Mayr's
7 is @ Law of the Corpordifion, but there is jhis
tial Difference in Point of Obligation
1, that, altho’ the Court may alter an vy
own Rules, as Circumfances in their Opizios
require, yet the DireQions of a pofitive Law
maft adhere to, and cannot difpenfe witk.
to return to their Queftions, ¢¢ Are not,
» the Court, at leaft antecedently to foch Al
ion, bound by the greceding Prafice and Ufagt?
Notions on this Head are fully explain'd
Anfwer to the preceding Queftion; bat
further obferve, that if fuch have been e
ding Prallice and Ufage, then the Complaist -
¢ Remonfirance againg the Court is gfoﬂﬂdlnd

we denied thy: M

in the Corporglion, fothy |
= Point in Difpute between us was & mere My..

alledg’d under this Heid in the Reply, which will
always be the Cafe, when Men are more folicitous
1o {crve a prefent Turn, than to make Truth the
jrvariable Standard of their Allegations. In the
Pemenfirance, the Court were charg’d with viola-
ting the Laws of the Corgoration, in not fitting

ote than once in thé Year, when tkey direét a

IMeeting fexr Times. On our Denial of the Ex-

itecce, of any fuch Laws of the Corporation, the

Rephyers are put to the hard Shift of contradifting

libe Charge in the Remenfirance, ¢ that your Wor-
M thips always bitkerto fat but once a Year,” and
frenuoufly «contend for a conflant and invariable
Praftice—a /Jeng and uniferm PraQice—a long -and
sninterrupted Pra@tice in the Court to dc—what ?
to fit foxr Times in the Year; and then labour,
in order to fupport the Charge of our having
violated the Lawws of the Corgoration, to prove
that this Pra&ice has not only the Force and Ob-
ligation of a Law, but declare it in their Fudgments
a Law, and more emphatically ftill, LEGaLLY A
LAW of this Corporation. Altho’ we cannot be
of Opinion, that the Rules of the Mayor's Court,
can with more Propriety be call'd Laws of the
Cerporation, than the Rules of the Prowincial Court
can be call'd 425 of Affernbly, or that the Replyery,
with all their fubtle Refinements, have furnifh’d
sy Thing like an Argument, to prove their Point,
yet fuch is the unhappy State of the Controverfy
with Regard to them, that it is a Matter of Indif-
ference to us, whether it be admitted or denied,
for if the Ufage amounts to a Law, the fame Ufage
B confutes the Charge in the Remonftrance, unlefs.
they can prove both Sides of a Contradi&tion to
betrue. But it feems, if we can once induce a
Belief, that there is no Law or Odligation to hold
a Court, we fhall /ogically argue fr %0 Law,
that there can be no Violation. When we have
Occafion for a bagpy Quibble, perhaps an Applica-
A to the Replyers for Affiftance, may be proper;
but they ‘feem not to be equally Mafters of Logic,
for furely there may be a Ziolation where there is
10 Law, in the ftri€t and proper Senfe of the
Word, fince an Obligation, whether from Law or
Pradlice, equally implies that there may be a Fio-
lation,

To the Charge in the Remonfirance, ¢ that the
“ Court always bitherto negleited to fit but once
“in aYear,” we anfwer'd in our Obfervations,
‘“that we had continually fat on the Days to
* which we had adjourn’d, and proceeded to fuch
“ Bufinefs, as we thought requifite.” In the Re-
th, they give up the Charge and admit the Sitting,
but think fit to call upon us to fhew what Bufinefs
kad been done at thefe Meetings, and refer us to
tie Proceedings. It has not been the Pra&
the Court, to enter into a Courfe of Bufinefs:
Jfizeral Times of their Sitting, in which; w
fume, the Eafe and Convenience of the Inhabi-
tants, have been confulted by our Predeceflors, as
well as by the Members of the prefent Court, nor
did we ever bear, that it has been complain'd of
41 2 Grievance, however /exd fuch Complaints
may have been of Jate, in the Bars of a few Peo-
ple in a ner. It is not however true, that
rtling is %o be found in the Proceedings, but a

:m‘ig and Adournment in the April, July, and
O&sber Courts, as will appezsr to any Perfon, who
Ras the Curiofity to look “into the Minutes. In
fome Inftances, the Reafon given for the Adjourn.
ment is, That no Bufinefs of Moment requir'd a
longer Sitting ; and it appears likewife, that the
~ourt have enter'd upon Bufinefs at other Meet-
1ogs, befides that of Fanuary, fo that what the
Replyers alledge on this Head, is totally falfe.
To thefe Confiderations it may be added, in Juf-
Uhcation of the Court’s not going always into a
Courfe of Bufinefs at.the appointed Times of
Meetigy, that ‘the Recorder, and likewife feveral
of th®1dermen, have been at fome of thefe Pe.
?‘fd!, engag'd in an Attendance upon public Af.
urs of a more important Nature. The 7. endernefs
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Tiy they;, ¢ Is the | i ¢ ing them fo frequéntly from t!:eikOccupt'

‘“ tions, on which many of them muft depend.
¢ for their daily Bread, when no peculiar Circum.-
¢ flances have render'd it neceflary or expedient,”
the Replyers are welcome to call an idle and falfe
Excufe, but we dare fay. it will gain Credit with
thofe, whofe Opinions we efteem ; nor can we-
conceive that it wou'd be agreeable to the Inclina-
tions of the Citizens, or that we fhou’d confult
their Interefts, in purfuing a different Condugt.
Altho’ many Inftances may have occurr'd to thefe
fagacious Obfervers, when there has been ** an
““ Abufe of Autbority, that a Profeflion of ‘Regard,
¢ much Friendthip and Tendernefs, have been
‘“ thrown out 10 captivate and deeeive the Citi-
—zens;"yerwe believe it to be more commonty ]
the Language of the reftlefs, turbulent Demagogue,
who fecks to render himfelf Important in the Eyed of
his weak deluded Votaries, by inftilling groundlefs
Jealoufies into their Minds, and at the very In.
ftant that he is a@ing the Part of an Incendiary,
by endeavouring ,to propagate Confufion, and to
facrifice all° Order and Authority to his faious
Views and ambitious Schemes of Power, infults
their Underftandings with loud and clamorous
Pretences for the Promotion of Peace and good
Government, and an unceafing Vigilance and At-
tention to the Pablic Good. = We fincerely” wifh
that the People may never be cajoled (as the,Rezly-
ers exprefs themfelves) into a Belief of falfe and
flattering Profeffions, however fpecioufly mafk'd,
or from whatever Quarter they may come, and at
the fame Time, that they will not fuffer themfelves
to be caprivated and deceiv'a by the Harangues of
any bufy forward Declaimer into a Belief; thac
their Magiftrates are engag'd in a Scheme to ag.
grandize themfelves, which from the ver} limited
Nature of their Jurifdi®tion, wou'd be moft ab-
furd, or to opprefs the Inhabitants, when their
private Interefts are moft intimately connefted
with the opulent and flourithing State of this City,
not to mention the facred [ie under which they
aét.

In the’ Remonftrance it-was afferted, ¢ that
‘¢ fome Offenders are brought immediately to Tri-
‘¢ al, while others are indulg’d what Time they
“ are pleas'd to require.”"—We Jenied the Charge
in our Anfwer, and defied the whol€ World to
produce a fingle Inftance of fuch a fcandalous
Piece of Partiality, and what do thefe Men reply ?
Why, ¢ that the Records can belt fpeat, and the
¢¢ Inhabitants can voueh,” whether it is true or
falfe. Such a palpable Evafion as this is, cannot
efcape the Notice] of the moft inattentive Reader,
for no Mortal can conceive from the general Com-
plexion of their Performance, that thefe Herors
were fo fuddenly feiz’d with a Panick, as not to
dare to publith Tranfcripts from the Records, or
that they fhou'd be fo forward in venting general
Charges, and fo fqueamifh in giving particular
Proofs, if it was in théir Power to produce any.
But we muft beg leave to obferve, that it is im-
poflible the Records thou’d jpeak any Thing to the
Replyers Purpofe, for the moft that can appear
from them is, that foze Offenders are immediately
brought to Trial, and the Trials of otbers poft-
pon'd; but this wou'd by no Means fupport the
Charge of Partiality in the Court, for it may be
effential to the dué Exercife of Juftice, that fuch
Cafes fhou’d happen. As for Inftance,—~Suppofe
an Offender thou'd defire an immediate Trial, al-
ledging, that at a future Day his Witnefs wou'd.
be out of the Way, and that he wou'd be depri¥'d
of the Benefit-of-his-Teftimony,~in Cafe it were
poffpon’a: Cou'd the Court jultly refufe to comply
with his Requeft?—Suppofe again, that another
Offender fhou'd defire his Trial to be pofipon'd,
becaufe either his Council or Witnefles were ab-
fent, wou'd it be an unreafonable Indulgence in
the Court, upon the Fa&'s 8Ppearing to them, to
poftpone the Trial ? Many Inftances of the Kind
muft occar to Perfons, acquainted with the Prac-
tice of the feveral Courts in the Province, who,
we believe, have never been cenfur'd in fuch Cafes
for their Partiality. Since then it is clear that the
Rzcords cannot poflibly /peak to the Replyer’s Pur-
pofe, what Credit can be duc to their general vague
Affertion, ¢ that the Inhabitants can vouch”
whether it be true or falfe? If the Charaflers of

agiftrates are to be affeted by fach Evidence as
this, we think very few wou’d be found to under-
take the Office; but it muft be needlefs to infift
any further upon this Point, it being very appa-
rent, that a Charge hasibeen rathly made, and
that the Replyers have too little. Candor to re-
tra&t it, tho’ confcious of its Falfehood, and that
they cannot produce a Tittle of Proof in Support
of it. Butit feems their Caution arofs from an

We profefs'd for the Peopls of this City, ™ in not
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"W Hinces might éxpéfe them 1o a.Provincial Pro:
¢¢ fecution, where fome of the tlemen won'd
' have the (gﬁ!fﬂnb/t Tatk of ' being: their
“ Judges.”r We will fiot at prefent difpufe the
Conflitutional Right of thefe Men to infult the Ma-
giftrates of the City with~the fouleft Language
their Imginations can invent, but are of Opinion
tfat Men of their Mederarion fhould not defire to
extend it farther, and that therefore it might have
béen well to have fpar'd the Gentlemen hinted at,
as Fuages of the Sugreme Court of the Province,
ftill referving to themfelves an unlimited Licence
of abufing them in the Capacity of Aldermin. It
is a Fa&, notorious to the whole Province, that
when any of the Judges of the Provincial Coart;
2 \ ony, 4 f a1

the Bvent of a Caufe, they always retire from the
Bench, and never prefume to give their Judgments
in any Cafe, where there can be the leaft Regfon
to fuppofe, that they are under ‘the remoteff De-
gree of Biafs or Prepoffeflion. But thefe decent
Gentlemen, the Repiyers, are pleafed to intimate,
that two of the [udges wonld aually fit and de-
termine, where they would be Parties, which
implies #ot only a virulent Refleion upon them,
but upon the reff of tte Provincial Bewch; for, as
it wou'd be a grofs Breach of the moft evident
Principles of Juftice in the formgr to fit as Judges
in the Circumftances mention'd, fo wou'd the
Connivance or Permiffion 'n the latter, of fo pal.
pable a Perverfion of Right, be equally iniqui-
tous. The Contempt. in which we hold the fcur-
rilous Effufions of thefe Men, wou'd certainly
bave reprefs’d any Sallies of Warmth in Marters
merely relative to ourfelves, and the little Difputes
of this Town, but when they prefume to infult the
whole Provincial Berch with their petulant Invec-
tives, when a few obfcure and ri%gniﬁca. People
will dare to trample upon all O and Authority,
we cannot entirely overlook fuch a flagrant Picce
of licentious Impudence, which we believto be
unexampled in any Part of his Majefty’s Domi-
nions

¢ In the 15th Article, fay the Replyers, the
“ Gentlemen give us a Specimen of that Difregard
‘ to Truth,” which they charge upon us,” and. in
order to furnith fome Colour for their Affertion,
they bave defcended to the little difingenuous Ar-
tifice of fupprefing a material Part of a Paflage
they have quoted from our Anfwer, which they
wou'd impofe upon the Reader as™® fair Quotation
of the entire Pailage. In the Remonftrance it was
alledg’d ¢« that the Remonftrances of former
‘“ Grand-Jurors have been barely read, and filed
‘ by the Court, and no further Notice taken of
¢ them.” To this we aniwer'd, that ** when-
‘ ever a Remonftrance has been prefented to the
¢ Court, it has been their conftant and invariable
 Pratice (without a fingle Inftance of Deviation,
 to the befi of our Recolledion) to convene the
¢ Corporation, and to lay it before them.” As
the Paffage ftands in our Anfwer entire and unmu.
tilated, the Imputation of profituting Truth, as they
decently term it, cou’d pot have been alledg’d
againft us, even if fome Inftances of the Negle&t
charg'd againft the Court, cou’d have been in-
conteftibly prov'd, for wef poke to the befl of eur Re-
collection, and afferfed nothing ‘pofitively about it.
-But the Replyers, fenfible, that the Paffage, 3s-
neftly quoted, wou'd not have anfwer’d their Pur-
pofe, have had Recourfe to the low illiberal Trick
_of leaving out in their Quotation the Words #o ¢tbe
b of o RecolleSion;-and then our Aflertion
ftands withbut any Referve or Qualification, tha?
the Court mever bad, in any one Inflance, omitted to
coxvene the Corporation, and o lay the Remonfirances
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an abfolute unlimited” Affeveration on oar Part
being thus eftablith’d by the Rephers M:nage-
ment, they had nothing to do, but to prove that
in fome Inftances e Court had deviated from this
Prattice, #bd then we fland conviGted of Falfc-
hood, or, in their drlicate Phrafeclogy, of a moff
Jbameful Proflitution of Trath. It wou'd be an Ia-
fult upon the Reader’s Underftanding to make any
Remarks upon this low Piece of difhoneft Craft,
A bare State of.it moft fufficiently expofe thé
Bafenefs of the Artifice, excite the Indignation of
every ingenuous Mind, and convince the confide-
rate Reader, that Men who coa'd be guilty of fuch
a grofs Suppreffion of Truth; are little to be re-
lied on as Witaefis, Rowever much they may fhine
in the Capacity of Accafers, Before we proceed
to a particular Confideration of the three Remon-
ftrances,. mention'd by the Rephyers in P of
theirfAflertion; that«*¢ the Remonftrances of for-
Grand-Jurors have been dareh read, and
¢ filld by the Clerk, and no further Notice taken

Apprehenfion, that ¢ pointing out particolar In-

¢ of them,” we wou'd jult obferve, that it has
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of the Grand-Jurors btfore them. The Point of,
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